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Title Suit No.9} 
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Execution case No.7 1 started. The respondents 
No.91 of 19984) filed an 


se (i.e. plaintiffs of the Ones suit 
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application on 
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execution case No.7 © 
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————— 
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that- the 
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it prejudiced the plaintiff petitioners. & 


High Court 


to the effect:-% 
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neither Gecree nor 
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debzor and are thire parties. The court 


a ecree till disposal of 


execution 
decree holder 


which is petween 


an execution of a 
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posal of a suit filed 


cannot be sta 
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a case as 


a third pa: 
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decree of such court at the instance of the 


The court may stay execution of 


judgment debt 
the decree until the fact of the suit has been 
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deprived 
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C In view of the 
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Division we are of the view 
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